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Congress, as a coequal branch of gov-

ernment, has a responsibility here. 
Congress, under Article I, Section 8 of 
the United States Constitution, has the 
war-making power. Congress appro-
priates funds for the war. Congress 
does not dispense with its obligation to 
the American people simply by oppos-
ing a troop surge in Iraq. 

It is simply not credible to maintain 
that one opposes the war and yet con-
tinues to fund it. And this contradic-
tion runs as a deep fault line through 
our politics, undermining public trust 
in the political process and in those 
elected to represent the people. 

If you oppose the war, then don’t 
vote to fund it. If you have money 
which can be used to bring the troops 
home or to prosecute the war, do not 
say you want to bring the troops home 
while appropriating money to keep 
them fighting a war in Iraq that can-
not be won militarily. 

That is why the administration 
should be notified now that Congress 
will not approve of the appropriations 
request of up to $160 billion in the 
spring for the purposes of continuing 
the occupation and the war. Con-
tinuing to fund the war is not a plan. It 
would represent a continuation of a 
disaster. 

In addition to halting funding of the 
war, a parallel process is needed, and I 
have offered such a comprehensive plan 
to this Congress. And I am asking 
Members of Congress for their thought-
ful consideration. 

I would like to review some of the as-
pects of that plan. First and foremost, 
the United States must announce that 
it will end the occupation, close mili-
tary bases and withdraw. The insur-
gency has been fueled by the occupa-
tion and the prospect of long-term 
presence as indicated by the building of 
permanent bases. A U.S. declaration of 
an intent to withdraw the troops and 
close bases will dampen the insurgency 
which has been inspired to resist col-
onization and fight invaders and those 
who help support U.S. policy. 

Furthermore, this will provide an 
opening where parties within Iraq and 
in the region can set the stage for ne-
gotiations towards peaceful settle-
ment. 

Now, it is urgent that Congress take 
a stand now to take a new direction. 
The President last night articulated a 
plan for more war. He will have our 
troops fighting door to door with great-
er intensity. We will be in Iraq longer. 

But there is another thing the Presi-
dent did, and this is another reason 
why it is urgent for us to act. This 
President, and I want everyone here to 
listen very carefully to this: This 
President is setting the stage for a war 
against Iran. We all know this. It is not 
a secret. He is talking about moving an 
aircraft carrier into the region, giving 
Patriot missiles to our allies in the re-
gion. He has rattled the saber with re-
spect to Iran. He doesn’t want to talk 
to their government; doesn’t want to 
deal with Syria. 

This President has only one talent, 
and that is the talent to make war and 
an illegal war at that, I might add. 

Congress has to assume its power 
again to defend the American people, 
to defend the international commu-
nity. 
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This administration is on the ram-

page. That the President, at the deli-
cate condition of things in Iraq, would 
rattle the saber against Iran shows you 
the extent to which the administration 
has no intention of working to achieve 
peace. That is why Congress has to 
push now for the administration to end 
the occupation, close military bases 
and withdraw. 

We have to announce that we are 
going to use the existing funds to bring 
the troops home and bring the equip-
ment home. We have to order a simul-
taneous return of all U.S. contractors 
to the United States and turn over all 
contracting work to the Iraqi Govern-
ment. 

When we do that, when we take those 
steps, then the world community can 
be inspired that there is a new America 
that they will cooperate with. But 
until we do that, we are on our own, 
and our troops are on our own, caught 
in the middle of a civil war. 

I will continue this in the next hour 
with Congresswoman WATERS. 

f 

AMERICA NEEDS A FOREIGN POL-
ICY THAT DOES NOT PUT THE 
INTERESTS OF OIL AND OIL DIC-
TATORSHIPS ABOVE THE VALUE 
OF HUMAN LIFE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, America 
needs a foreign policy that does not put 
the interests of oil and oil dictator-
ships above the interests of human life. 
It is not surprising that I don’t support 
the escalation of U.S. troop levels in 
Iraq as asked for by our President last 
night. 

President Bush cannot lead America 
to military victory in Iraq, absent a 
viable, political solution that puts 
Iraq’s internal affairs back together 
and redeploys our soldiers out of the 
role of being an occupying force. His 
statement is 3 years too late and hun-
dreds of thousands of soldiers short. 

The President refuses to see that his 
strategy to combat terrorism is trans-
forming Iraq into an Islamic Shi’a 
state with the relegation of the Sunni 
and the escape of Christians. Is this 
lop-sided result really in the interests 
of regional peace long term? Why 
should our U.S. forces, the President 
says he wants to deploy to Baghdad 
and Anbar Province, be used to do the 
cleanup work for the new Shi’a-led gov-
ernment. The growing insurgency in-
side Iraq, and any American sentiment 
both inside and outside of Iraq, will not 
be quelled by sending more U.S. troops. 
It will ripen it. 

There is now only one choice: Iraq 
must take responsibility for its own se-
curity as part of a broader political so-
lution that works. But how can that 
political solution work when minori-
ties in Iraq feel so underrepresented? 
That is why the international commu-
nity and Iraq’s neighbors must, no 
matter how difficult, become engaged 
in diplomatic efforts. 

Throughout the Muslim and Persian 
worlds, the President’s policies have 
emboldened anti-American leaders in 
Lebanon, in Iran, in Syria, in Bahrain, 
in the Palestinian Authority, in Saudi 
Arabia, in Egypt, in Pakistan, even the 
Horn of Africa now. The Bush doctrine 
of preemptive war, test marketed in 
Iraq, succeeded in deposing Saddam 
Hussein and determining whether or 
not he possessed weapons of mass de-
struction. 

It is time, therefore, for the Presi-
dent and us to declare victory and 
transform the operation. As decorated 
CIA intelligence officer Robert Baer 
has written: ‘‘We are at war in America 
and throughout the Western world, at 
war with an enemy with no infrastruc-
ture to attack, with no planes to shoot 
out of the sky, with no boats to sink to 
the bottom of the seas, and precious 
few tanks to blow up for the amuse-
ment of viewers of CNN.’’ 

Baer contends the only way to defeat 
such a faceless enemy is by substantial 
increases in human intelligence, and I 
agree. But that intelligence has been 
lacking. Even in the U.S. embassy in 
Baghdad, almost no one speaks Arabic. 
Dr. Edward Luttwak, a strategic af-
fairs expert at the Center for Strategic 
and International Studies, observed 
that the U.S. general who led the oper-
ation to apprehend Osama bin Laden 
neither spoke Arabic nor showed any 
interest in learning it and depended 
upon translations of intercepts to de-
tect him. 

Importantly, we can ask ourselves, 
after 5 years, why hasn’t the adminis-
tration filled that human intelligence 
gap so fundamental to success. Maybe 
they really don’t want to know. So now 
with the President’s proposal to accel-
erate more forces, those units are 
going to deploy with too few personnel 
or with significant numbers of new per-
sonnel. 

This decreases unit cohesiveness and 
individual proficiency. Many units are 
facing three or more deployments, far 
beyond what was originally antici-
pated. We know that previous esca-
lation of troops in Iraq have yielded no 
more success. Without a political solu-
tion the President cannot hold the 
ground by dispatching more U.S. 
groups or by continuing his escalation 
of the employment of greater and 
greater numbers of unaccountable, con-
tracted forces and mercenaries to com-
pensate for the lack of security and ris-
ing anti-Americanism. 

Our military’s time-honored values 
of duty, honor, and country are being 
eviscerated by an operation that is de-
pending more and more on hired guns 
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to police the streets, on bounty-seek-
ing contractors to guard important 
sites such as the oil wells, and foreign 
nationals to carry out internal secu-
rity operations in Iraq. I don’t call that 
the freedom the President talked about 
last night. 

Iraqis have proposed dividing Bagh-
dad into nine sectors and policing them 
with Iraqi troops as American soldiers 
are redeployed as backups. That might 
work. But the U.S. most of all needs a 
broad political strategy that addresses 
the rising levels of global terrorism the 
Bush policy is yielding and the growing 
anti-American sentiment that is brew-
ing in Iraq and the Muslim world be-
yond. 

That strategy demands significant 
new human intelligence networks, not 
standing armies. Moreover, we need 
international diplomacy to engage all 
nations that border Iraq to seek a reso-
lution to the strife. 

Mr. Speaker, America needs a foreign 
policy that does not put the interests 
of oil and oil dictatorships above the 
value of human life. Just as the Bush 
administration took office, this coun-
try is importing an additional 1 billion 
more barrels of oil per year. Tell me 
there is no connection between our 
utter dependence on imported petro-
leum and the deployment of our pre-
cious troops to the Middle East and 
Central Asia. 

f 

STOP MILITARY CASUALTIES 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker and Members of the 
House, last night the President spoke 
to the Nation and presented his pro-
posal to the Nation to increase the 
troop levels an additional 20,000 troops 
to be sent to Iraq to continue the war 
in Iraq. What the President didn’t do 
was lay out the plan of how that would 
be successful, how that would be dif-
ferent than what we are currently 
doing, and how the results would be 
different. 

The President, with his initial deci-
sion to invade Iraq, a decision that was 
his choice, and this was not a war of 
necessity, this was not a war to protect 
the vital interests of the United States, 
or the integrity of the United States or 
the safety of our homeland, this was a 
war where the President chose to go to 
war. 

At the time he was considering going 
to war, he was advised by many. We all 
know this history of many saying not 
to do this and also saying that this 
would not work in Iraq with its his-
tory, with its culture, with its reli-
gious differences. But the President 
chose to go anyway, and we have been 
there now for 3 years. Over 3,000 young 
Americans have paid with their lives 
for this endeavor, and over 20,000 have 
been wounded, seriously wounded. 

I have had the honor to visit with 
many of those soldiers as they have re-

turned to Walter Reed Hospital with 
life-changing, life-changing wounds. It 
is remarkable that they would survive 
them at all, a great testimony to the 
medical care that is available to them, 
but nevertheless, life-changing injuries 
for these young men and women. 

Now the President is suggesting, 
with his plan for escalation, that we 
will send another 20,000. The fact of the 
matter is that American soldiers have 
done all that they can for the Iraqi 
people. The Iraqi people, the Iraqi Gov-
ernment, has chosen not to take advan-
tage of having the Americans in the 
country to resolve their political dif-
ferences, to resolve their differences of 
culture and religion. They have chosen 
to continue to fight. 

In fact, we find that our soldiers 
more and more now are simply the tar-
gets within the civil war that is going 
on in Iraq; and for all intents and pur-
poses there is no reason to suggest that 
that is going to change. The President 
has suggested that somehow the cur-
rent Iraqi Government will have to 
meet some thresholds. 

Those thresholds are absolutely con-
trary to the interest of that govern-
ment in terms of their survival. It is 
asking for a betrayal of that govern-
ment against its Shi’a base, and it fails 
to recognize how fundamental, how 
fundamental the clash is between the 
Sunnis and the Shi’a, not just in Iraq, 
but throughout this region. If the 
President had taken time before the in-
vasion, he might have been able to un-
derstand that. But it is a fundamental 
clash between these two factions in 
Islam. 

Because of the actions of this Presi-
dent, he has unleashed the ability of 
that clash to present very real rewards 
and very high stakes for either sides. It 
is not just the oil in Iraq or the govern-
ance in Iraq, but it is really about the 
ability of the Shi’a to spread their in-
fluence beyond Iran, to spread their in-
fluence beyond being a majority minor-
ity in Iraq, to spread their influence 
beyond being a minority in Lebanon or 
in Syria; and these are fundamental, 
and they go back a long time in the 
history in the clashes between Sunni 
and Shi’a and how the Shi’a have been 
treated in countries where they are a 
minority whether it is in Jordan or 
whether it is in Saudi Arabia or other 
countries in the peninsula. 

This is very, very fundamental, and 
the stakes are very high. At this mo-
ment our troops are a pawn in that 
game, in spite of what the President 
suggests that this is about the security 
of the region, this is about the bloom-
ing of democracy. It is not about any of 
that any longer. It may have been in 
his mind when he signed the order to 
send these troops to Iraq; but the fact 
of the matter is, it has been over-
whelmed by history, by culture, by the 
nature of the region, all of which he 
made worse by this disastrous decision 
of his to choose to go to war in Iraq. 

The idea now that contrary to the 
overwhelming desire of the American 

people to disengage from this area, and 
of this Congress that he would go for-
ward, is arrogance that is so dan-
gerous, so dangerous to our country, 
our standing in the world, and our 
troops in the region that immediately 
action should be taken in this Congress 
to stop this President from going for-
ward with this very dangerous esca-
lation that will do nothing more than 
add to the list of casualties by Amer-
ican soldiers in this region. 

f 

BRING OUR TROOPS HOME 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. HALL) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HALL of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
before being sworn in, I was home in 
my district for a couple of weeks doing 
a listening tour traveling around the 
five counties that I represent, and I 
had dozens of my constituents come up 
to me and say, Please bring them 
home, bring our troops home. 

I didn’t have one person in my dis-
trict in New York come up to me and 
say, Please send more over there. 

I am proud and honored and humbled, 
and I must say saddened at the same 
time, at the prospect that as a member 
of the Veterans’ Affairs committee of 
this House that I will be able and be re-
sponsible to help returning veterans 
from this war deal with their physical, 
psychological, economic, housing and 
other problems. 

It is an honor. It is an important 
service to provide. But what is a shame 
is that we are creating so many more 
veterans that have so much more 
grievous problems, that this war is pro-
ducing injuries that in previous wars 
might not have been survivable. 

The good news is that the soldiers, 
our servicemen and -women, are sur-
viving in greater numbers. The bad 
news is that when they come home, 
they have to deal with much longer pe-
riods of rehabilitation or much more 
serious injuries and limitations on 
their mobility and on their other phys-
ical capabilities. 

I am reminded, standing here, of the 
State of the Union address 3 years ago 
when Ahmed Chalabi was sitting in the 
Presidential box next to the First 
Lady. At the time he was the fair- 
haired boy that we had picked out of 
Iraq to stake our hopes for creating a 
government in our image and likeness 
and our country on. So no longer is it 
Chalabi; it is Maliki. 

b 1645 

The President is telling us we can to 
take his word and trust that he can 
produce 18 brigades to spread out 
across the country and to work side by 
side with our troops. 

I am not so sure that 18 brigades that 
are reliable and independently-func-
tioning of Iraqi Army and police actu-
ally exist. I am also not so sure that in 
another couple of years it won’t be 
somebody else besides Maliki; that 
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